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This is in reply to your letter of February io, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your consitutents rding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket -23 ,57 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive change 0 the Co • sion's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that ti~e, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and, unless changed, will
stifle the growth and development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments, public safety
entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice, therefore, to solicit cowment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed to increase channel capacity, to promote
more efficient use of these channels, and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specificMJly concerned about the impact of these changes
on "radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is'a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact ~n RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice. -
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Honorable Bud Shuster 2.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore. take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituents' concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice. we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change
in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of communications
in the private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the
point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Comments on the
proposals set forth" in the Notice are due Kay 28, 1993, and Reply Comments are
due July 14, 1993. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994. We urge your
constituents to file formal comments on all aspects of the proposals.

Enclosures:
Notice
Order
Discussion paper

cc:
Chief, PRBureau
Chief. LM&MDivison
Docket Files. Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)

DFertigjRShiben:/rb/lm:PR

Sincerely,,- K~-~-~;~. -. ':~~, ~
) \'-_.. --'-""-',., ..--cJ

"":.\: 6'\ Ralph A. Haller
Chief, Private Radio

CNTL NO - 9300593

Bureau



~, .

Congressional
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S.
Washington, D.C.

February 10, 1993

Charlie Schott
Office of Congressional and Public Affairs
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Attateched please find 11 constituent letters regarding the
narrowing or splitting of radio bands. any information or advise on
this metter would be greatly appreciated.

The attached communication_ is submitted for your
consideration, and to ask that the request made therein be complied
with, if possible.

If you will advise me of your action in this matter and have
the letter returned to me with your "reply, I will appreciate it.

Very Truly yours,

BUD SHUSTER
MEMBBR OF CONGRESS

2188 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515
(202) 225 -2431
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Janua ry 29. 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster­
u. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 205L5

Dear HonorabLe Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidcilts and allcndant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
lhe land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering WiUl
lhe olher.

Now the FCC wants to create more liind mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move cJoser to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if lhese new rules ,ue adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of OUf safety precautions involve the
careful coordinmion and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand lhat many modd airplanes haye wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point. they are capable of
causing property d.\magc, serious injury. or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. 'V-.'c uften fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

J do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
USers at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the conunercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals "for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

.,.....-. .
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster·
U. S.Housc of Reps.
Washington. DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (fCC). The proceeding is PR Dock~t 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase tile risk of
C1ccidents and attendant liCll.>ility for controlling modd airplanes.

Our radio control frequencics :lrc in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencits th~\t we have been able to share the b:lnd wilhout either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more hind mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes. only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules ,lre adoprcd.

When we:. fiy our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
.careful coordimltion and use of the radio controJ frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many mood airplanes hf!.ve wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models rhemselves are expensive to build; but more (0 the point. they are capable of
causing property damage. serious injury. or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. V-.'~ uflen fiy our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides m:lny hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the corrunerciaI aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals'for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster·
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about propos~d rules that are currently under.....:onsideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (foCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of fre.quencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant li~lbilily for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencks are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies thal we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing (he band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer (0

the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our modd airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordinCltion and use of the radio control· frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many modd airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. v..'~ uften fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think il is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expensc of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and devclopment of lhe commercial aviation industry.

Please belp me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz b:lI1d.



Janua ry 29, 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster"
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington. DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (rCC). The proceeding is PR Dock~t 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidcills and ,llll:ndantiiability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch op~ralions. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more limd mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes. only 19 frequencies will be
left if lhese new rules are adopted.

When we fiy our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property_ Many of our saftty precautions involve the
careful coordination and usc of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

PJcase understand th~lt many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing propeny damage. serious injury. or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. Vo.': 0ften fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
parlicipate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe fiying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
; . /
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January 29, t993

The Honorable Bud Shuster­
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 205t5

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communicalions COllllHissioll (foCe). The proceeding is PR Dockd 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usabiliLy of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase thc risk of
accidcillS and allcndnnl liabilily for conlro1Iing model airplanes.

Our radio conlrol frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for privale land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the olher.

Now the FCC wants to create more Iilnd mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing lhe band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we lly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of th~

operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordiDiltion and usc of the radio controt frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
s<lfety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand thal many model airpl.mes ha~e wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes t~e operator to lose
control of lhe emft. V-.'~ vflen fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the usc of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio conlIol modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the conunercial aviation industry.

,..;.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to cany our its
proposals for the 72-76 M Hz band.
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JanuCl ry LY, 1YYJ

The HonorabLe Bud Shuster­
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commissioll (PCC). The proceeding is PR Dock~t 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant li'lbility for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted. ":',:". :

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination ~lfid usc of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand th:lt m:lfiY modd airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The modds themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage. serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. W~ vften fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment: .

J do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.
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January 29, 1.993

The Honorable Bud Shuster­
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (rCe). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of fre{}uencies currently assigned for model use nnd increase the risk of
.Iccidcilts ,HId attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

OUf radio control frcquencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearraneing the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause imerference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that an~ presently nvailable for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are auopted.

When we Oy our model airplancs under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordin<ltion and usc of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreaseu.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; bur more to the point, they are capable of
causing propeny damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. 'N: efic,. fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
particip<tle. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

1 do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes (Q the
advancement and development of Lhe conul1ercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
::~ /
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster­
U. S.House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Honorable Shuster:

1 am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by thc Federal
Communications Commission (fCC). The proceeding is PR Dock~t 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidcilts and .lltcndant liability for controlling model airplanes.

OUf radio controJ frcquencies arc in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart frolll
the land mobile frequencies that wr. have been able to share tlle band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more hmd mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearran,eing the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes. only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adoptcd.

Wh~n we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
opcrators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand th:lt many modd airplanes h'flve wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the poim, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the cnaft. Vo.':; vflen fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participnle. We need the usc of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please.help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry oul its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

/( )- ~I r
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Ted A. Lucas
1431 Moosic Drive

Chambersburg, PA 17201
January 28, 1993

The Honorable Bud Shuster
US. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Shuster:

I am a chemistry teacher with 26 years of experience teaching young men
and women in one of our local high schools (James Buchanan High School,
Mercersburg, PA). I am also an avid model aviation enthusiast who enjoys
the building and flying of radio controlled model aircraft. Our local club helps
young people every year by displaying model aircraft in order to stimulate
interest in aviation and the related sciences.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies, currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result,
many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that
of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

. When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining



frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model aircraft have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are .
expensive to build; but more to the point, they ar.e capaoTe of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized
events and contests where hundreds or operators participate. We need the
use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe
flYing environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we
have a considerable investment in our models and our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of educational enjoyment to thousands of PeOple,
young and old, and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~a.
Ted A. Lucas
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February 1, 1993
The Honorable Bud Shuster
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515.,
Dear Mr. Shuster:

I am a forty - one year old Sales Engineer. married to a
nurse, with one teen-age son. My wife and I both work in
order to manage to live comfortably in these economically
depressed times. But the economy 1s not the topic which
concerns me in this letter.

My son an I are involved with the hobby of model airplanes.
We have radio controlled models and related radio
equipment. While I have a long history of interest in
aviation, I do not have the funds to be involved with full
scale aircraft. This hobby allows myself and others to
experience the thrill of flight at- reasonable cost.

In addition we are involved with a local organization, the
Frequent- C - Flyers. With this club we have involved
hundreds of community people in aviation through programs
for children and adults.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the frequencies
currently assigned for model use. Not only will this cut
into a worth while sport. but will increase the risk of
accident and injury.

--
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
The band is primarily used for private mobile dispatch.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from those used by land mobile units that we
have been able to share the band without interfering with
each other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result this would move many land mobile
frequencies closer to the radio control ones. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies now available for radio control
hobbyists, only 19 frequencies would remain should these
new rules be adopted.

When flying our radio controlled airplanes, we go to great
lengths and expense to assure safe operation for ourselves
and other. We have recently upgraded all our equipment to
narrow band transmitters and receiver. This was costly,
but not devastating like the proposed rules would be. The

: ... -.:- .'



new regulations would force over crowding of the few
frequencies left. This would be unsafe.

Please understand that many model planes have wing spans as
big as ten feet and can weigh up to 30 or more pounds. The
models can be expensive to build, or not, however more to
the point, they can impart property damage and personal
injury if operated with radio interference. Often flown in
events with hundreds of public spectators, we are very
particular about safety regulations. We need your help to
assure continued safety on the radio frequencies we
require.

While the FCC may not think that we are as important as
business users of radios, we do provide a great value to
thousands of people and indeed to industry. We contribute
greatly to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry. In addition we provide an
excellent sport for our children. ~s this not important
offer opportunity and education?

Please help promote a safe environment for our sport by Rat
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76
MHZ band.

Sincerely,

4~~:.3L------"""
Peter F. Vandewater
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